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Public Hearing Testimony
(Organized in alpha order by last name)

Bereswill (H2)

Response to Comment H2-1

Portions of both proposed treatment plant sites are within the FEMA 100 year floodplain.  Please see
Chapter 6, Section 6.1.3 of the Final EIS for more detail on portions of the site in the floodplain.  To
determine accurately how much of each site is in the floodplain would require a site survey.  This will
take place during the treatment plant design process.

Response to Comment H2-2

The most recent FEMA floodplain data and designations have been used to prepare the EIS.

Response to Comment H2-3

Discharge from the proposed treatment plant would be about 0.4 mgd (0.6 cfs).  This input is small
compared to Snoqualmie River flows and no measurable impact on river levels is anticipated.  Please see
Chapter 6, Section 6.2.3.1 of the Final EIS for more details.
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Hartwell (H4)

Response to Comment H4-1

Thank you for your comment.

Response to Comment H4-2

As stated in the Draft EIS, no matter which treatment plant site is selected the buildings and grounds
would be designed and landscaped to be compatible with the existing neighborhood.
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Wittrock (H1)

Response to Comment H1-1

The EIS shows drinking water standards in Table A-11 in Appendix A. That table compares water quality
standards established by the State of Washington for the chemicals listed. The table is not a list of
chemicals expected to be present in the highly treated water discharged from the Carnation Wastewater
Treatment Facility. Rather, the table shows acceptable levels of the listed chemicals in surface, ground
and drinking waters in the State of Washington, whatever the source of those chemicals might be.

In Chapter 6, Section 6.2, the Draft EIS discusses the potential impacts and mitigation measures of
discharging the highly treated water to the environment. In particular, the discussion of chemical
contaminants beginning on page 6-23 points out that organic chemicals (e.g., those found in household
cleaners) typically enter the waste stream in small quantities and that most would be removed by the
treatment process.

In Chapter 1, Section 1.9.2, the EIS explains why King County’s design of and policies for the Carnation
Wastewater Treatment Facility would ensure that the highly treated water discharged from the facility
would meet or be better than regulatory standards. These include the high pollutant removal achieved by
the MBR process, regulatory restrictions on the types and amounts of potentially harmful materials that
Carnation businesses would be allowed to discharge to the sewer system, and the County’s policy of
complying with all applicable permit standards now and in the future.

Response to Comment H1-2

As described in the response to the previous comment, the Carnation Wastewater Treatment Facility
would achieve a high level of pollutant removal. This level of removal would produce water that meets or
is of higher quality than State water quality standards. These standards are designed to protect aquatic life
from bioaccumulation of listed contaminants. King County continuously monitors the scientific literature
for chemicals that are of concern that don't have water quality standards. King County also takes water
samples from various parts of its service area and analyzes these samples for many of these chemicals.
King County would monitor the highly treated water discharged from the treatment plant to meet
regulatory requirements. For these reasons and for the other reasons given in Chapter 7, Section 7.2.2.2,
the impacts of discharging highly treated water to the wetlands are expected to be insignificant.
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Response to Comment H1-3

As indicated in Chapter 6, Section 6.1.2.1, agricultural, residential and silvicultural areas have been
documented as nonpoint sources of pollutants throughout the lower Snoqualmie River system. And as
indicated in Chapter 6, Section 6.2.5, if the treatment facility were not built, the risk to surface and
groundwater quality would continue at present or increased levels as aging septic systems continued to
fail. Finally, as stated in Chapter 6, Section 6.2.3.1, the combination of low pollutant levels in the highly
treated water discharged from the plant and rapid dilution in the river are expected to result in no
significant adverse impacts to the river’s water quality.
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Wittrock (H3)

Response to Comment H3-1

The City of Carnation considered on-site wastewater treatment and disposal alternatives, as noted in
Chapter 3, Section 3.4.1. Please see the City plans referred to in that section for more detail on the issues
associated with these alternatives.
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